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Introduction 



The United States of America respectfully requests that the Trial Chamber dismiss 
Radovan Karadzic's "Second Motion for a Binding Order: Government of the United 
States of America; 7 filed on 7 December 2010 ("546w Motion" or "Motion"), 
Accused's Motion is moot, and should be dismissed on that basis. 1 

I. Background 

On December 7, 201 0, Accused filed his Motion, requesting that the Trial Chamber order 
the United States of America to provide him with two documents: 

L "Those portions of the report of investigation conducted by the Intelligence 
Oversight Board [IOB] in 1994-1995 concerning allegations of U.S. government 
personnel assisting in the supply of arms, ammunitions, and military equipment the 
Bosnian Muslims at Tuzla in February-March 1995," and 

2. 'Transcript of U.S. Select House subcommittee deposition of Richard 
Holbrooke of September 27 ? 1996." 

Following a communication from the United States to the Trial Chamber on December 7, 
2010, the Accused filed on 14 December, 2010, a "Reply to Letter from the United 
States" ("Reply"). 

In his Reply, Accused indicated his willingness to withdraw the request for the first 
document (the iOB Report") if a United States Government official would certify that it 
contains no reference to the events in Tuzla. Accused withdrew his request for the 
second document unconditionally. 

Accused's Reply also mentioned (at para. 7) another category of documents, noting that 

1 For this reason, the United States will not here address the merits of Accused's Motion, 
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these documents were not included in his SAhis Motion. 

On December 17, 2010, the Trial Chamber issued its "Invitation to the United States of 
America," in which it invited the United States to file a response to Accused's Motion 
and to his Reply by January 10, 2010. 

II. Argument 

Accused has unconditionally withdrawn his request for one of the two documents that are 
the subject of his 5 Ah is Motion. Thus, only one issue remains before the Trial Chamber: 
the IOB Report, 

As the United States noted in its December 7, 201 0 Letter to the Trial Chamber. Accused 
appeared to be under a misapprehension concerning the contents of this report. Accused 
believed that the report contained information related to the so-called Tuzla flights of 
February- March 1995. This is not the case, as shown by the attached statement. 

Based on the representations made by Accused in his Reply, the Trial Chamber should 
therefore consider his request for the IOB Report to be withdrawn. As a result, his 54hi$ 
Motion has been rendered moot. 

In regards to the additional category of documents mentioned in Accused's Reply, but 
which are not the subject of the 546/5 Motion, the United States would like to note our 
commitment to resolving the few outstanding matters in Accused's information request 
voluntarily. As a mark of our commitment to this Tribunal, the United States has 
invested significant time and resources to cooperate on Accused's shifting and 
burdensome request. To date, we have provided Accused with a large number of 
documents, despite expressing ongoing concerns with the scope and nature of the request. 
We are finally nearing the end of this process and believe it can be concluded without the 
need for involvement by the Trial Chamber, 
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Conclusion 



For the above-mentioned reasons, the United 
54hLs Motion be dismissed. 
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